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is left free to do as he pleases he must
involuntarily subserve the best interests
of all. On the other hand, we are getting
rid also of the grimmer Darwinian op-
timism which contended that a stern pro-
cess of elimination was necessary to the
highest good of the race. We cannot even
moralize about people's deserts or console
ourselves with the argument that they have
themselves to blame. Children are grow-
ing up in physical and moral surroundings
which must make them a burden and a
menace to the body politic, and effective
action is the imperative demand.

There is nothing fundamentally new in
this idea of subsidizing people to enable
them to live. It is an ancient principle of
English Common Law that very poor per-
sons should be sustained by the rest of the
nation. An English writer of the early
fourteenth century states that the right to
the necessities of life was in force before the
Norman Conquest. Regularly adminis-
tered relief out of taxation has been a fixed
institution in England since the reign of
Queen Elizabeth and was brought to this
country by the early settlers. There are
no adequate general statistics of poor relief
in the United States, but it has been esti-
mated that about one person in every
twenty is helped by the state, either in in-
stitutions or through allowances.

It is doubtful, however, whether poor re-
lief does much real, permanent good in the
way of enabling people to lead normal human
lives and to bring up their children accord-
ing to a proper standard. Institutional re-
lief may be set down as a mere palliative.
It doubtless relieves much suffering in the
case of the old or broken-down, but the lot
of institutional children is perhaps as un-
fortunate on the whole as that of those in
the poorest homes. Direct aid given to
families to tide over periods of distress due
to some temporary misfortune is subject to
the fewest drawbacks. It is the constant
endeavor of enlightened charity workers
to bring it about that the largest possible
share of relief shall be of this character.
Moreover, it is often not so much gifts of
money as intelligent, sympathetic advice
and encouragement that are needed. There
can be no greater mistake than to criticize

public charities on the ground of a high
ratio of administrative expense to the
amount of pecuniary relief given. It is
quite as often the best course to keep the
money gifts as low as possible, provided the
ministrations of the charity worker are
what they should be. There are some
grounds for regret in connection with the
professionalization of this sort of service,
and perhaps an ideal neighborhood life
would make much of it unnecessary; but
under the actual conditions obtaining in
American cities with their varied and shift-
ing population of workers, there seems to be
no other practicable way of getting the
work intelligently performed.

Laissez-faire certainly   cannot  apply  to
the children

Both the laisse^faire economists and
statesmen and the laissez-faire philosophers,
such as Herbert Spencer, made one fatal
mistake. If society were merely an aggre-
gate of normal and healthy men, the unfet-
tered competition for the good things of life
might be an^acceptable political ideal. But
while society is organized on the basis of the
family this system is impossible, since it
would make the parents entirely respon-
sible for the children, upon whom the fu-
ture of society itself depends. Society
cannot be indifferent to the cells of which
its own future tissue is to be made, and it
must treat the family as a unit. In Amer-
ica, in particular, this has long been rec-
ognized. The state has accepted the ob-
ligation of providing free for the poorest
child the best education it can profit by.
Prom educating children to guaranteeing
them adequate nourishment is but a short
step, and in many places it has already been
taken. Indeed, the connection between the
two was direct. The poor progress of the
underfed slum children suggested the cause,
and it was soon found that when they were
given a cheap but nourishing lunch at school
they did much better in their work. The
most remarkable current development in
this field is undoubtedly the progress of
child labor legislation, which is often
fought bitterly by the parents of the chil-
dren to be benefited. Here again one prob-
lem leads to another.